Remarks 

Following the amendments above, claims 1-20 are pending in this application. 
The Examiner has rejected claims 1-9 under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The Examiner has rejected claims 18-20 under 35 
U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

A. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 101 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-9 and 18-20 as being directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. The Examiner specifically rejected claim 1 as merely reciting software 
per se. (Office Action, p.2) Applicant has amended independent claim 1 such that it does not 
recite software per se and contends that independent claim 1 and claims 2-9, which depend fi-om 
it, are now directed to statutory subject matter. The Examiner rejected claims 18-20 as merely 
reciting a program per se. (Office Action, p.2) Applicant has amended claims 18-20 to include 
the Examiner's recommended amendments such that these claims are now directed to statutory 
subject matter. Applicant believes that claims 1-9 and 18-20 are now directed to statutory 
subject matter and requests that these claims be allowed. 

B. Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner has allowed claims 10-17. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant respectftilly submits that pending claims 1-20 of the present invention 



are allowable and should be passed to issuance. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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